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If the suit be forthe balance 52 wai bceall, 
compensation needs notbe gestae’ Fram 
vs. Allen. , i 

ADMINISTRATOR, SPECIAL: ie. 

Office of, ‘legal and unrepcaled. Rogers vs. 

Beiller. ‘ 665 
AMENDMENT, a 

On an amendment of the petition, by in- 
serting the place of residence of the plain- 
tiff, the defendant is not entitled to: time 
to answer over. Sinnet vs. Mushollan & al. 

ANSWER. 

The answer of one partner, to interrogato- - 
ries suffices, if not’ excepted to. Marti 
nos Oe. vs. Carr Bale oe 

APPEAL. bs 

Does not lie from a judgment of the Su- 
perior Court of the Territory of Orleans. - « 
Bermudez vs. Ibanez. 

Nor, from an order to remove a Suit. denes 
VS. Fudice. 














3 Nor; on ‘thé tefasal’to ‘grant’: a newilttial, 
G8 Brooks’ Syndics ve. Weymiae wow" 4g 
4 Nor froni'& “tlotiol’*to, Mischarge! bait \+ 
VOl Fortier vs. “Brognicr. AAD one. 4 yy ee 


& « Nor, “on! UB sate ogy A ‘ence Opi. be a! 










ef Biothinan: iL ody ae 305. 
Jpr ee Lore. 
6° Nor onthe refusal J a speci sr ithee 
bsg Pathe 9 . ee yi? i ids 





7 Vies,” Ste valbeelvenbatbe Tess! ‘flan wy 
ig g: 300. Harang vs. Dauphin, °° ~~ 640 
8 On the’revérsal Of an “Order 5 tell Ole 
"of Ghedlitors! ‘Harpers: RS CHORES ~— 322 
9 No iteW eviddiice Gait be teetivell of! it{'tho’ 
"discovered! simtee the appeal. Boara vs. 
“Poydras. Eiilv4 osit CM torltond WT | Bee 
hy Cantlot ‘be “heard én thé qafadhation +p Aue 
ing from facts rélatelin‘the/opipion ofthe 
Court bdows Longer & al. vsdPigeaus}| 221 © 
44 No trial by jury can be bad on it. Brogks’ a 
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Syndics vs. Weymaney 57> ob 9 4 
12. Dismissed, there bemgno statement of facts s 
eae. Special yerdict, or. eer on Har- Be 
Fison VS. er §S al. 3oY “os 

Same point. Tayhr ¥ vs. Porter. 423 
23 ‘ntiehhtn denied,’ whet "ie statement Jof . 
Pacts cain up witht ‘the tetbrd: Fromentin e. 
10 F aha Priciry * bg memo 915 ae 


14 ‘Gratited, “and iibaalies res gion for 'thé fitvo-. ‘2 
0S lous appeal. Clark vs. Parham. 9 8" 405 © 
15 Disusiesed whew te starement of facts was 
not thailé before judgment béloty,’ ArHis’ a 
‘w\Syinaics vs. Aistlvo. = °""" WO wih. 201 
¥6 But, it may be made at any tiie before i 








PRINCSPAELIMAPTERS. 748) 


_ i vdgment,be actually, signed, 4Bagnd pp. 
ot, Livaudais tials Vets 60 2 eee 889 
17 Vets by.consent, it. maybe made; afteys x 
4 e « Yocum vs. Roe oon lh ice eee $97 
_. | 18 Or the coups, will, receive, the  evidenck,.9s 
given below, if the parties &gree,thereon, 

Vernot y. fg Mee ghey 7, 406 
19 If the pas bg appear, the appeal 
_ willbe sche Brown , WB. Shan 
‘i F Ce mee ok i 
20 On the dligmissal ‘aa appeal “9 Poses * 
proceedings are t6 be had below, 9 if no 
_ appeal.had been. taken. Clarks ex's ge», 
_ Farrar. jy 212 
21 Whether it lies from the refusal of 2 a gon- 
»tinuange ?, Broussart ys. Trahan's pie * 
“oo gy ARBITRATOR, 4 «| 
He must be'sworn. giawred & alivss Deis 
‘ail. eae felt OM 813 
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‘er racHMiitr: eer 
not be. ‘quashed, On. an inquiry’ into the 






































, ‘merits, ‘Smith’ ey al.” VS  ENigt eal. 367 
sled : ATTORNEY.” iti 
1 Appointed to an absent debtor,,by: the Court ... ct 

»« must have his fees, fixed. by, the Court, and 


. : _;. cannot be'paidon a quantummeryit,.outof — . 
- | the property attached, Zilery, reaigeney be 


= so, “meur FS ahs ol} desges enol 


es Suit fr hin foes, is not a. Friday,,cause,ian < 

: | the, Court,of the Parish, and.,City, of 
me (ids New-Orleans, Setar’ VS- Bs od . 
F ‘ “ Syndies, . Rois, S Me Fi myers | B46 
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‘MENDEX OF - 


Bias his: privilege for, taxed: feés and éosts 
ghly., Morse vg. Williamson, aj,’s Syds. 282 
Employed by a ceding creditor, to.be paid 
“by his syndics. . Morelows, Mizgtierc's : 


Syndies. 5 he oy deg es 


No person admitted as an attorney, unless 
he studied three y: gars in in, the office ofa 
practising one. Generaf’ Rule. . ty 
The Coury does not pronougee'on a person 
examined fora licence, wnat the day after. 
«General Wiles 0) * ue 
Sate « MUCTIONEER. © 
Gir inf -botys in lieu, of, a, recognizance, 
bound thereby. Claiborne vs. Dejan 's ai. 
BANK&XUPTCY. 
.. Certificate obtained i in Pua dogs not ber 
* the suit. of an American, or adebt ton- 
tracted.in the U. Stee Matchell ¥3- 
DW? Mitlan., 
Fraud is presumed .in cases of Bellropcy. 
Misoticre’s Syndics vs. Goignard. -, 561 
Same point. Menendez vs. Larranda’s Syds. 708 
Same point. Mitchell. vs. WP Millan. 696 
Bankrupt, nor his books cannot be admitted 
to, change his estate. Meant ve la 
mionda’s Syndics. 5, 236 
If the claim of one of che tain on. a 
_ note ‘be resisted by the syndics, he myst 
‘prové it: but he cannot be Holden to the” 
aie * of the considefation. of it. UZ. , 708 
“ OF EXCHANGE. ° 
The wer of a bill may shew that, inthe 
"Enowledge of the ae payee; whe still 
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“4A 
oa 








PRINCIPAL WANTERS. 


4 | shield rit, he drew itas agent; aleho? the nf: 
ee © .agéneyedoes ‘not appear’ on’ ‘the’ fave. oe, 
_. *Krumbhaar vs. Ludelings +) 8 640 
2° Tndérser © of @; “cannot prevail « Srwighout wa 
a proving the hand of his indetactts" Michel By: 
eitegt 3 ERE RM CS ot ear 2 
‘ile BILL OF EXCEPTIONS. Ss 
, “4° Does not lie toa Judge’ 8 charge, after ver- 
4 % dict. Vaughan vs. Vaughan a ex s.. §, 215 
‘ 2 Ifthe Judge refuse to sign’ one, a ‘ minda- 
z mus will issue. Pret, v5s eva 
heirs. #14 .. 
3 “Lies on a Judge’s Keck, ty a point not » 
» called for. Rochelle & al, vs. Musson. 76 
a Ys Algoto the opinion of the Judge, refitsing to 
~ submit’ * facts within the pleadings” toa 
a jury. - Duplantier vs. Randolph. 199 
i --s. Does not lie'to 6 final ju gusto Bujac & al. 
_.... * Mayhew. . 613 
- ee BOND.” HS 
4 x With disjunctive conditions, satisfied by a 
= - gompliance with either, Reagan vs. Kit- - : 
. - chen &F al Sle. 
a 2% CESSION OF Goobs; 
we Bale of ceded | , by te aed, 'o 
j : Ble void. Sigur Syndics vs. 
91 
"2" pts Mae te his property, and . 
= ce tage has delivered enough. to” a 
his 4 Duncan @ al.’s' —_ ‘VB. ie 
. Senleene, 230 eee 
—. 3 Ceding debtor, Without a discharge, stable. 
> - \Pitzgerald vs. — 588 
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#R “TENDEX OF - “wrap 


Stays. proceeding, .before and after. judg- 
ments Bermudez’ Syudicsws. Ibanez al. 1% : 


5 Payment, in the usual:course of business be- 


Peer ipeebni, Kenner Gah ons 
Brown. qe Ks ae Way 278 v. 


. Syndics can‘only ‘Tecome creditors of the 


estate, by bovis dele dla east vs. 
PE Syndics. yuh 205 
: " CITATION; .. aa 
Meiallé oan bail the name ofthe State. 
» Bludworth vs. Sompeyrace pee SA TRO 
- “'@ CITIZENSHIP, U.S. ©" 

Bona fide inhabitants of Whe: cereitory ‘ace 
“quired it, by its admission ito the union. 
| Us States ves Lavertiy & al. wee ae 733° 

sia CONTRIBUTION.” °° 

Cannot be’ sued’ for; by’ a a’ joint trespasser: 
~ Duperron vs. Mentions 285 

‘" CONSTITUTION, | 

Does not extend to the temporary govern- 
“ment. Dufau & al. vs. Massicot F al ~ 289 

That, and the permanent government, dis- 

tinet and separate. Bermudez vs. Ibanez. 8 

Not violated by ‘an act, suspending legal 
proceedings during an invasion,’ aatsaes , 

ws. Duncan Gals Syndicess 530 

, CURATOR. re: 
Or administrator of aniestate cannot be ap- 
ed where, several! of the. heirs are 
and of; it setae vs. canons 
“¢ Oh a 2 590 
EVIDENCE. 
Parol evidence of.a saic of land-jnadmis- 





































PRINCIPAL MATTERS. “ay 





“sible; ‘tho’ ‘the ‘vendee bein “"ipowsession, © 
Grafton vs. Fletcher. eee 486 
2, So, of a promise #6 sell teil estate, —— 
hei?s vs. Tocim.’ ~~" 424 
“3 Phintifs books evidence fr bit Ge 
lier’ vei Collins? et 788 
4 Testis unis, taaaitdia ayes 
5) tactaehe teal: a 


be admitted to chatge ‘the ceded: estate. 
’ Menendez vs. Larionda’s Syndics. haart 257 
4 6 When the event-of a\suitis to de @ to 
: whom the dtr to pee ma 
witness...Abat ve Dolidle; 4 65¥ 
Attorney. in fact, and. at jon Arent 4 
witnesses. Duplantier vs. maa oe 
Menenden yas Larionda’s jyndice. 194, 257 _ 
8 So, one testifying against, his interest. Re- 
chelle & al..vs. Musson... 73 : 
9 Witness declaring himself interested requir- , 
me ed to say how, id. 
=  — AO - Where a signature is’ formally, disavowed, 








gic 
ay 


Basi 


“ @roof by. experts must be. shale to. 

a Glark’s ex’s..vs. Cochran, acne 358 
q pg BXBGUTOR, 0.505, 

4 Two of them, may, maintain «suit although 

4 ‘ one only has qualified. Carte tere. ab 

a vs. Farrar. pict ho) . 247 
{ cml IRR Y. covmeccienant:.. 099 


-. The ‘City. and Police Jury ‘have ' am 
ight of establishing que, before. a 

’ Orleans. Police Fury vs. Mayor, Ge 719 a 
FREIGHT. ae 

4 issebinatdingitn delivery of goods to 


ae vl @aNDEX OF <r 


omconsignee - to. penis peliiahe F - alei vs. 

) Morgan. 375, 559 

2 ssiudanetecebipottes to seins eho voyage 
be put an end: to.by a declaration..of war, 

-and she be-unloaded, the shipper is; not . =~ 

wy Tiable. seh aero $11 


‘Atte ne of 4 Spal governor; gy” '¢ 
iBe'set peacu Mayor &es vs. Metzinger. 296 
HABEAS CORPUS. 
Appeal’ does not lie from proceedings ‘ona 
* writ of. Laverty vs- ‘Duplessis. 42 
as? INJUNCTION, Rated 
‘Appeal lies from ‘an ‘order aawigeayne d ie 
"Riley vs. Lyn. Bey beter 228 
ne INSURANCE,’ Stud 
Sea-worthiness ‘during-the voyage, will not © 
entitle the insured to recover. “Trimbie’s 
en vs. W..0, Insurance Company: $94 
“3 MINTEREST,. seis 
1 ‘Onan open account, from the aig de- ~ 
‘Y giand.: Merievit-vs: Austins’ « 
~ 2 Compound, at 10. per ..cent. disalléwed. 
‘_ Bludworth vs. Sompeyrac. © » 
3 Ps ‘on: every instalment, when vendee’ ‘has 
possession’ of the’ land.’ oh maa VS. 
 Pigman. bat ope gh 1M 
4 Conventional, ‘not’ allowed « puidom an 
al agreement, nor judicial -before”a 
' ancien demand. St: Pé'vs. Duplahtier. 
~) LAWS OF: TORG. oon in 
On‘a renunciation/of ‘the, it is unnecessary 
to shew that the contract’ surngd.to. the 









PRINCIPAL MATTERS. wad 


-. benefit:of the-wife.:Brognier-vsePordtal. S¥7— 
MARRIAGE,» ceage 
1 Contract of, entered-into; here, camnotpro- 
vide that the rights of the:parties shall be 
’ according to the custom mecneny Bour- 
— | »  @iervs:Lanussed Ne ebicmiza;? Bet 
—- 2 Altho’ celebrated:abroad, the fights of. the 
scp parties will be. according .to- the. Jaw ,of 

















as their domicils .. Le Breton vs, Mawchete _ 66 
4  \MARTIAL LAW. ©" -* 


a % . . “What.?. _Fohnson VS. Duncan, walt Syne. 530 

— . i MORTGAGE. ps Sy eae 
_ 1 Husband’s property, ‘avhether, acquired ber * 

ch _ fore or: during: the mariage): is. y 

ae _ bound for the wife’s rights, tho’ alienated 


 @ * before. the? dissolution of the Body , 
4  Cassou vss Blanquex © 390 
oe : 2 But, when she contracts: with tim, the, Te- 
. @ nunciation af-her right on.the subject of 
| the contract, is implied Brognier, ys. 
e ' . Forstall. «>. vel? yy 
r « 3 Whether she has ‘a privilege: pie ‘debe due 
. & - ~ her fyom,-him, while a iy. ¥S0. 
-. _ Trousé 8 ale 610 
] , ~4 If an. insolvent mortgage Psi an: for a 
mM ¥ . prior debt and:for money borrowed at the 


time, the mortgage will be-valid for, the 
= *. money-thus received, Brown VS Kenner. 
’ | & al. . ‘es 270 
q 5 ‘Mortgage, buying premisses a 
facias. may retain. part.of his debt, becom- 
si te angst ree 6 Syndics « 


AN ay an 
NR eee 








. 
* cs aed ad ta Mae eee 


~@ = Adtho’ husband: and:wife sell::commom ‘pro« 

_ perty, the wife \will:not/be-bound, if she 
renounces a'‘law not applicable to the <— 
case.» Bourcier vez Lanugses( 6) ic) | 582 

-. NATURAL CHILDREN... ; 

Can receive:one half of theiestate only, when ._ 
the father leaves brothers or sisters. Sen- —  — 
net vse-Sennet’s legateess s 0 ag»! 417 

sen ow UNEW-ORLEANS«. | o> 
4 The city of, derives no title from Congress 
‘to land not part of the Commons. Mayor, 
Sc. ys. Casteress ... :.. 673 
. Land near it, granted as. “part of the royal — 
, deme ¢ and commons, on breach of the * 
pooiny to be, considered, as part of the 
sea ts VS. Hermtds2 seg? 808 
3 Phe tas of tax of the City Co on the raising 
of the portcullis . of the ‘bayou Be is 
illegal. Same ys. Rabassa. 218 
PARAPHERNAL. 

‘Wife's estate, Yor | brought in marriage, is 
ror sen O'Conner & al. vs." Barré. 446 

© < SPILOTAGE.* wi 

“No exelasive'right to C6llect it, it’ master 

and wardens: of N. 0. ° Meta v8 Gueno: 
ak” <icigaae Lathe ical aie 
sro tig PLEDGE. orks Ot 

Gamtchds must be authentic alin. 

. oy eat vss Duncan’ & al¢ Syndiees”’ $72 
beta OPARACTICRS #04 -0-G 
x" Coutidel to farkishi @ brief, at least’ one day 
Before the Heatmg.” General'rule. 16 
2 Rétari‘diivs'of the’ Supreite wad emi 
ae rules, PO iis “G93, 724 























PRINCEPAE MATTERS. rt 

3 Causes:sent for trial out of the. district: be- 

«fore 1814, to bessent ‘back. Lalande-vs. 
Fontenau ale © ' iho. 716 





4° Instrument tacked to the petition: need: not 


be in English.! 'Clard’s ex's vs. Farrar. 247 

e) Peiy seelnenl: tla Seen ee 
vs. Roy. « 409 

6. Rehearing how opeliad fon: Getteral san 280 

7 Signature need not be ‘disowned on oath, 
but must be in writing. Clark's we vs. 
Cochran. * 353 

8 Juror who formed and declared is opinion 
‘rejected, tho’ he swears his minds still © - 

open to conviction. Laverty vs. Gray & al. 617 
“PRESCRIPTION. ©” 

{ Tutor selling property, purchaser ‘quieted 
four years after he ward comes of age. ” 
O’Conner & al. vs. Barré. © 446 

“2 Ina suit for partition is thirty years. Pize- 
rot & al. Vs. . Meuillon’ é hgirs. , os $7 


PROMISSORY NOTE... 
1 Prior endorser cannot. be, called in, to de- 
fend the suit, Lapusse vs. Massicot & al, 261 
2 Altho’ no actual demand was made,, if due 
diligence was used, endorsers are liable. id. 
8 Consideration of it: may ‘be inquired into, 
while it is in,the hands. of the. payee. 
> Grieve’s Syndicans. Sagorys ..... , 999 
4 Party personally suable, tho’\he signed it as 
Parish Judge.  Paillette & al. vas Carr. , 489 
ee: PUBLIC SCHOOL. ..,.. 
- Administrators of a, may sue in their.own 
names. Paillette & al. vs. Carr... 489 











INDEX OF 

a ete MAGES. 35, | 

If a-negro be staked on a» -race,and a se- 
cond is run in lieu of it, the negro is not 
bound. Vernot vs. Yocum... . 406 

RES ¥UDICATA. 
What is?) Cloutier vs.-Lecomte. 484 
SALE. 


1 If A. buys land for’ By he cannot rescind 
the sale, without his consent. Kemper 








































# vs. Smith. > SA saa 622 
‘2 Without delivery doe nat transfer the pro- ae 
perty. . Durnford vs. Brooks’ St yndics. 222 
: 3 Purchaser at a ‘Sheriff’s sale géts ‘no betten mi 4 ' 
- “title than the defendant fiad.: Bujae & al | 
7 Vs. Mayhew. B FOMEESAYP 615 | F 
3 4 Same point. Fowler's Syndics vs. Dupassaw. 577 iY 
q \ 5 Act of, unrecorded, does, ot affect rights of a 
ad third persons. claiming under the vendor. id: | 
: .6, Purchaser of land, fiable “to eviction may * | 
“+ * withhold payment. Duplantier vs. Pigman. 236 3 
E Same point, | Clari’sex’s. vs. Farrar. “ur lll 
7 If land be decréed to be‘tonveyed, on’ pay- nS 
- ment ofa sum? no rent is due in the mean _ 
while. Bermudez's Syndics vs. Tbanezi” an 
8 If A. buys goods for “B.,° on his Own note i 
and drawn, on B. who ‘pays* thé draft, oo. 
they catinot on A.’s failure be‘aftested in a 
B.’s hands. Emmerson vs. Gray @ ah 697 | 
- 9 Tf vendor directs payment to a third petson 4 
-he may sue without him. Clark's éx?s.vs. i 
Farrare' ide ‘ K | 
SHERIFF. — 


| If he dies, before receiving the proceeds: of 









PFS mS 


¥ A : 
a 
~) p. 


. PRINCIPAL MATTERS. 


a sale, on a fieri facias, his representative 
cannot demand it. Pavie’s heirs vs. Cenas. 387 
Must take the property pointed out on” a 
Jfreri facias ; but not real, when'there is 
personal. Morgan’s ‘adr’s. vs. Whoories. 462 
If he take real, when there is personal pro- 
perty, and plaintiff does not object, his 
act cannot afterwards be disowned, and 
be charged with the:debt. ¥ oid. 
Seizing property on which a third. person 
as a lien, not suable as a trespasser, Ken- 
. ner & al. vs. Morgan. : + 209 
TRUSTEE. 
Privileged on the trust estate. Bermudez’ 
| Syndics vs. Ibanez & al. 17 
WARRANTY. 
Does not extend to a tortious disturbance. 


Mayor, ec. vs. Clark... 596 
_ WILL. ; 


Must be written by the notary himself. 


Knight vs. Smith. 158 


Formalities required in a, are matters of 

strict law. Pizerot & al. vs. Meuillon’s heirs. 97 
WORK, BY THE JOB. 

Materials and labour lost, if the thing be 
destroyed, before the work is completed. 
Seguin vs..Debon,  ___- ; 6 

WRITTEN, CONTRACT. | 

May be receded from, as long as parties 

have not subscribed it. Villeré & al. vs. 


Brognier. $26 
May be resorted to, tho” an account claim- 


ing less was presented. Brand vs. Livau- 
“dais & al. 608 
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